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" The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of tinne may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 24 July 2003 and 18 April 2003 , 
2a)[J This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is In condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-49,51 and 52 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 1-27,32-49 and 52 is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 28.2a 31 and 51 is/are reiected. 

7) 13 Claim(s) 30 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 1 9 and 1 20 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 



1) CH Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review {PTO-948) 
3)13 Information Disclosure Statennent(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 16 . 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) 0 Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is responsive to the communications regarding a response to the 
office action dated 6/27/03, RCE and Amendment B, filed 7/24/03, 4/18/03 and 4/18/03 
respectively. 

2. Claims 1-49 and 51-52 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 3, 12-13, 16, 23, 28, 32, 
42, 47 and 51 are independent claims. In the Amendment B, claims 12-13 and 23 were 
amended, claim 50 was cancelled and claims 51-52 were added. This action is made Non- 
Final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. By merely describing a process, the claims fail to meet the standard format of 
claiming convention which, should include matters such as a method with steps, an apparatus or 
an article of manufacture. Since the claim appears to describe similar substance as claim 1 and 
in order to expedite the prosecution of the application, it is suggested that the claim language to 
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be amended in a manner to reflect consistency with the language of claim 1 while adhering to the 
standard format of the claiming convention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

6. Claims 28-29 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Eberman et al ("Eberman", US 6,173,287 Bl). 

As per claim 28, Eberman teaches a method comprising: presenting a user interface at a 
client computer, the user interface enabling a user to add a new annotation corresponding to 
media content; receiving a user request to add the new annotation; and forwarding information 
for the new annotation to an annotation server, the information including data associated with the 
user interface (col. 15, lines 4-11; col. 7, lines 38-51; annotations for objects corresponding to 
the audio/video media content along with the associated object ID being forwarded to the meta 
database server). Although Eberman does not explicitly disclose a user interface, however such 
a means would have been inherent to Eberman' s method in order to allow an user to perform 
generating/adding annotation operations. 

As per claim 29, Eberman teaches the data associated the user interface comprises an 
annotation set identifier (col. 7, lines 46-51; object identification number). 

As per claim 31, Eberman teaches one or more computer-readable memories containing 
computer program that is executable by a processor to perform the method recited in claim 28 
(col. 24, lines 5-14) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

7. Claims 28 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art ("Admitted Art"; Specification, pages 2-3). 

As per claim 28, Admitted Art teaches a method comprising:' presenting a user interface 
at a client computer, the user interface enabling a user to add a new annotation corresponding to 
media content; receiving a user request to add the new annotation; and forwarding information 
for the new annotation to an annotation server, the information including data associated with the 
user interface (Specification; page 2 line 19 through page 3 line 4). While Admitted Art refers 
to a network server, Admitted Art does not expressly disclose the network server to be an 
annotation server. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention, 
however, that such a server would have been included to Admitted Art's method so that a means 
for managing annotations is provided. 

As per claim 29, Admitted Art does not explicitly disclose the data to comprise an 
annotation set identifier. Official Notice is taken that the use of identifiers for annotation sets is 
well known in the art. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include such identifiers in order to provide an efficient means for keeping track or managing 
annotations in a network environment. 

As per claim 31, computer-readable memories containing computer program that is 
executable by a processor to perform the method as described in claim 28 would also have been 
inherent to such a method in order to perform the steps properly. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 28 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Eberman does not teach the step of forwarding information for the 
new annotation to an annotation server, the information including data associated with the 
user interface. The examiner disagrees for the following reasons: since an user generates new 
annotations for objects corresponding to the audio/video media content while they are 
necessarily being presented on the display so that the user could visibly see which objects that 
are being operated on, this display that the user is viewing is considered an user interface. It is 
noted that by definition an user interface is any interface being presented on a display which is 
used as a means for users to interact with information presented therein. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claim 30 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the Kmitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 1-27, 32-49 and 52 are allowable over the art of record because the art of record 
do not teach all of the claim Hmitations. 

1 1 . The prior art made of record fails to anticipate or make obvious the claimed invention. 
Specifically, the prior art fails to teach, in combination with the remaining elements: analyzing 
at least a portion of the media content to identify a likely temporal location of the media content 
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to associate the new annotation with, and presenting the Hkely temporal location to the user via 
the user interface as recited in claim 30. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sy Luu whose telephone number is (703) 305-0409. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm (EST). The 
examiner can also be reached on altemate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax number for the organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is 
(703-872-9306). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



Inquires 




SY rrruu 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 



